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Debtor’s confirmed Chapter 13 plan required surrender and
return of a leased restaurant awning in full satisfaction of the
obligation owed to the lessor. Debtor then objected to the
lessor’s proof of claim on the basis of the plan’s language re:
full satisfaction. However, Debtor had not returned the awning.
The bankruptcy court interpreted the plan’s language to require
Debtor to  detach and return the awning rather than requiring the
lessor to  pick it up. The court then overruled the Debtor’s
objection. 

On appeal, the District Court affirmed, holding the
bankruptcy court had correctly interpreted the plan’s plain
language.

*On occasion the Court will decide to publish an opinion 
after its initial entry (and after submission of this summary).
Please check for possible publication in WESTLAW, West’s
Bankruptcy Reporter, etc. 
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